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ESTABLISHMENT OF HIS DAY 
By PATRICIA YOUNG 

One of the phenomena of this present day 
and age is the strange way in which much of 
the Christian community has been brain- 
washed into accepting the “image” of Christ 
as some kind of mush-mouthed Hippie who 
preached a Gospel of “peace at any price’; as 
a social drop-out who went around conducting 
Love-Ins; who believed in co-existence with 


evil and accommodation with the enemies of 


- God, 


+ 


-Nothing could be further from the truth. 
Today, as 2,000 years ago, Christ would be 
the first to proclaim: “Woe to you, Scribes 
and Pharisees, hypocrites!” 

-The fact is, Christ was NOT crucified for 
His Sermon on the Mount, for preaching 
peace, love and prayer. He was crucified for 
his “black and white” evaluations of right 
and wrong, good and evil; for taking the 
whip to the moneychangers in the Temple; 
for pointing out that the government of Cae- 
sar was not the “be all and end all” but that 
man owed to God that which was God’s. He 
was not arrested in the Garden of Gethsem- 
ane for his academic pronouncements on 
marijuana, free love or pornography, but for 
pointing out the errors of the Temple Estab- 
lishment and disturbing the status quo. “Woe 
to you, Scribes and Pharisee, hypocrites,” He 
told them bluntly, referring to those “who sat 
widening their phylacteries and enlarging 


their tassels, desiring the first place at the ` 


table and making sure that everyone was 
aware of their piety.” 

Had He never ventured into the arena of 
world affairs and closed His eyes to political 
injustice, His enemies might well have ignored 
Him. Instead, even as He tried to teach love 
and justice, so He denounced the lawyers of 
the Temple for their robbery, blasphemy, 
and the breaking of God’s law. He spoke out 
strongly against the Godless judge, the selfish 
rich and the unprofitable worker. He wasted 
no time with erudite dissertations on the na- 
ture of lust and refused to accept the pious 
platitudes of the fat-cat Pharisees, Scribes 
and Temple priests. 

He wasted little time “dialoguing” with 
false prophets attempting to “understand 
their point of view.” He was no “broad- 
minded” intellectual who neutralized His 
judgments by way of “situational ethics.” He 
did not sit with the prostitute excusing her 
behaviour because of an “underprivileged en- 
vironment” but told her to go and sin no 
more. He was certainly extreme in his con- 
demnation of lust, greed, envy, divorce, adult- 
ery and hypocrisy. 

At one time, He said flatly: “You who are 
not with Me are against Me.” He was no mid- 
dle-of-the-roader who walked the tightrope of 
theological neutrality. He made no conces- 
sions to The New Morality. Neither did He 
condone sin “because it was there!’ When 
Christ was arrested, it was not for His open- 


` minded dialogue with the Scribes on some 


esoteric facet of theology or legal argument 
with the Publican concerning “freedom of 
conscience.” Rather, He was brought to trial 
by those who would silence Him from speak- 
ing out against their corruption. 

Even to the foot of the Cross, because they 
could not refute His words, they tried to de- 
stroy His name and reputation. Similarly, 
John The Baptist was not beheaded for using 
the waters of the Jordan for baptisms or for 
heralding Christ’s coming. He was killed be- 
cause he dared to protest Herod’s debauchery. 

Today, the trend to “neutralise” the mes- 
sage of Christ by way of emphasising His 


love to the exclusions of His Judgments 


- might well remind us of Christ's own rebukes, 
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For Christ was not crucified for His Sermon 












The Mount, but for unmasking those of the 


_ Establishment who preferred to sweep evil 


ustice under the carpet lest their own 
y and complacency be disturbed. 
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FOR UNMASKING Judaized Gentiles in Clerical Garb Pollute 


REV. J. GROPPI — “new breed’’ Catholic priest 
of Milwaukee, white-hating revolutionary who 
regards “non-violent” Martin Luther King as a 
saint, but at the same time agrees with H. Rap 
Brown that “Violence is as American as cherry 
pie.” PROF. HARVEY COX — of the Harvard 
Divinity School spokesman for “new breed” 
clergy who would convert all churches into 
havens for draft dodgers. . His goal is the estab- 


Militant Clergy Critics Fire Back 
(Continued from Page 1, Column 3) 

“Nothing can of itself be labeled as 
wrong. One cannot for instance, start from 
the position that sex relations before marri- 
age are wrong or sinful in themselves. The 
only intrinsic evil is lack of love.” 

One religious - news editor commented: “It 
seems you'can get away with any kind of þe- 
havior if you call that behavior love.” 

Such views represent a broad swing away 
from the traditional view of the churches’ 
role as ministering to the individual’s spiritual 
needs. 

Secular Movement 

Developing is a “new breed” of clergymen 

seeking to plunge their congregations whole- 
heartedly into social and even political revo- 
lution. Said the Rev. Cecil Williams of the 
Glide Memorial Methodist Church in San 
Francisco: 
’ “We go where the action is, listen with all 
our might, with our guts, interpret and articu- 
late what it is that people are trying to say, 
and make darn sure we can translate what 
they want into action.” 

Such men were the backbone of the nation- 
wide Conference on Church and Society held 
in Detroit in recent weeks under auspices of 
the National Council of Churches. 

Delegates urged that not only should 
churches become “sanctuaries” for draft 
evaders, but that they should sponsor a 24- 
hour general strike across the United States 
should the Vietnam war be escalated sharply. 

Turning to urban problems, the confer- 
ence’s goal appeared to be that of defining a 
“theology of revolution” as called for by their 
best-known spokesman, Prof, Harvey Cox, of 


the Harvard divinity school, who wrote the 


influential book, “The Secular City.” 

While deploring violence in Vietnam, dele- 
gates held it to be justified in “redressing 
wrongs” at home. Some churchmen felt that 
the “complete restructuring” of U.S. society 
might justify the arming of snipers and in- 
citement to riot. Said a working paper: 

“Detailed mobilization of church resources 
must be developed to respond to confrontation 
between the police-military arm of the state 
and subjugated, robbed and excluded popula- 
tions.” 

“The Christian Century” magazine was crit- 
ical of another highlight of the Detroit con- 
ference — a show that was arranged by the 
arts director of the National Council of 
Churches. The show included a film depict- 
ing, in sequence, the profile of a couple en- 
gaged in sexual intercourse, a stripper remov- 
ing her clothes, and the gyrations of a topless 

cer. 
ae Way of Prophets? 

Religious observers estimate their “hard 
core” at no more than a few thousands. But 
it is the boast of Professor Cox and others 
} ey are moving into key posts in 
‘ “ seminaries and interreligious 
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lishment of ‘theology of revolution.” DR. 
EUGENE CARSON BLAKE, Secretary General 
for World Council of Churches, and former 
president of pro-communist N.C.C., arch-inte- 
grationist and race mixer. Blake organized the 
interfaith lobby of Protestants, Catholics and 
Jews which put pressure on Congress that 
forced passage of the 1964 Civil Rights Act. | 


auspices. 

As one example, the World Council, of 
‘Churches, which claims a membership ,.of 
about 230 Protestant and Orthodox churches, 
last year denounced the U.S. position in Viet- 
nam. . 

As a follow-up, the Rev. Eugene Carson 
Blake, secretary-general of the World Coun- 
cil, recently suggested that a vote of free 
Asian nations decide whether American 
forces should remain there or pull out, 

Similarly, the National Council of Churches 
has come out in favor of open housing, legis- 
lative reapportionment, the rights of labor, 
and an end to the bombing of North Vietnam, 
to mention only a few of its proposed solu- 
tions to world dilemmas. : 

Such agencies, as well as individual clergy- 
men, are maintaining that they speak for 
themselves and not “for” their denomina- 
tions. But complaints are being heard in- 


creasingly about the validity of this claim. It. © 


is pointed out that the headquarters of the 
United Church of Christ officially released 
the statement of a number of its high offici- 
als who criticized the ouster of Representa- 
tive Adam Clayton Powell from Congress — 
although the officials claimed to be speaking 
for themselves, not their church. j 
Growing Resistance 

It is against the background of growing 
power among the activists that strong re- 
sistance is developing in many congregations 
across the nation. 

Rank-and-file. delegates to the general as- 
sembly of the United Presbyterian Church in 
the U.S.A. not long ago overrode a committee 
report that sought to put the church on rec- 
ord as approving “selective” conscientious ob- 
jection. 

In Philadelphia, where a staff member of 
the Episcopal archdiocese had been urging 
young men to burn their draft cards, there 
was picketing by irate churchgoers until the 
bishop issued an order forbidding further acts 
of civil disobedience by his staff. 

The Episcopal bishop in St. Louis asked for 
the resignation of two priests active in the 
“militant” wing of the civil-rights movement. 
A Roman Catholic priest in Detroit was re- 
leaved of his duties after 10 parishioners 
walked out in protest against his sermons on 
race relations and Vietnam. 

Past experience has shown that when the 
church has taken a strong and unequivocal 
position on an issue, it has alienated mem- 
bers whose non-religious interests are 
threatened. 

What Results May Be 

Many churchmen believe that open rup- 
tures of the kind which has occurred in Mil- 
waukee are developing. 
~ A parallel casé is seen in Chicago’s South 
Side where the white pastor of a Presbyterian 
church continues to defend a Negro gang of 
youths against what he calls “police harass- 


. ment” — despite e the 










